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United States and Japan. Even if arid when these duties are found
to be in conflict, we are not relieved of either responsibility. Our
efforts must be to endeavour to align, so far as may be possible, these
two main desiderata. Our analyses and recommendations must keep
both of these primary purposes constantly in view. It then of course
devolves upon the administration rather than upon the Embassy,
in the light of larger policy, to determine the course to be followed
by our Government.
In shaping the future course of the United States in the Far East
our Government, I believe, should have in mind two distinct con-
siderations. First and foremost, the fundamental principles of our
international policy, which are based upon our own respect for legal
commitments and our expectations of a similar respect on the part
of other countries. Second, a sense of realism which takes cognizance
of the existence of objective facts. When principle clashes with realism
and when no one can be found to align them, then the question in-
evitably presents itself: to what extentj if at all, can we or should
we seek adjustment by compromise ? Should we ever compromise
between principle and realism ? We have now attained the desired
maximum of our own national entity as well as adequate national
strength. International morality, including respect for legal com-
mitments and permanent abandonment of force as an instrument
of national policy, has become for us at once a watchword and a
religion.
The United States is solemnly (to use that somewhat overworked
Wilsonian term) committed to uphold the principles of the Nine-
Power Treaty, primarily to uphold the territorial and administrative
integrity of China and the Open Door. Therein lies the point of
principle.
On the other side of the picture, nothing in international affairs
can be more mathematically certain (if anything in international
affairs is ever certain) than that Japan is not going to respect the
territorial and administrative integrity of China, now or in future,
has not the slightest intention of doing so, and could 'be brought to
do so only by complete defeat. Observance in practice of the Open
Door is and will continue to be a matter of degree governed by
expediency, not by principle. Herein lies the point of realism.
Can Japan Be Defeated?
Given the situation now existing in Europe, there does not now appear
on the horizon the possibility of such a defeat being inflicted by any
nation or by any set of circumstances, military, social, economic, or
financial. There may be temporary set-backs or a stalemate in the
military field or even, over a course of time, under increasing Chinese
pressure, what the military experts call "strategic withdrawal to
previously prepared positions5>—in other words, withdrawal into
North China, the control of which was the primary purpose of the

